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Art Unit: 2166 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Status 

1 . This communication is responsive to the Amendments filed on August 16, 2006. 
The application has been fully examined and claims 1-26 are rejected and are 

pending in this Office Action. 

Response to Arguments 

Claim Objections 

2. Applicant's amendments to claim 20 of the present application have been fully 
considered and it overcomes the objection as applied to claim 18 and 20 in the last 
office action. The objection has been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §103 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to independent claims 1 and 9 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to independent claims 17 and 22 of the 
present application have been fully considered but are not persuasive. The examiner 
respectfully traverses applicant's arguments. 

With respect to the independent claims 17 and 22, Applicants argue that Snyder 
does not suggest, "deploying a device database to a device that is being tested". 

In response to the above argument, the Examiner respectfully submits that 
Snyder discloses the claimed limitation as "This module can allow a new device under 
test to be selected by the user. This module can spawn the device code specific loading 
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process which can in turn retrieve required device data from the database and create 
the device's database table"[Snyder Col 19 lines 59-63], 

Examiner notes that Applicants appears to be arguing a non recited element. 

Examiner further notes that Applicant's arguments fail to comply with 37 
CFR 1.1 1 1(b) because they amount to a general allegation that the claims define a 
patentable invention without specifically pointing out how the language of the claims 
patentably distinguishes them from the references. 

During patent examination, the pending claims must be 'given the broadest 
reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification.' Applicant always has the 
opportunity to amend the claims during prosecution and broad interpretation by the 
examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once issued, will be interpreted more 
broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 162 USPQ 541,550-51 (CCPA 1969). 
Reference is made to MPEP 2144.01 - Implicit Disclosure 

"[l]n considering the disclosure of a reference, it is proper to take into account not only 
specific teachings of the reference but also the inferences which one skilled in the art 
would reasonably be expected to draw therefrom." In re Preda, 401 F.2d 825, 826, 
159 USPQ 342, 344 (CCPA 1968) 

For the above reasons. Examiner believed that rejection of the last Office action 
was proper. From the foregoing applicants have not met the requirements needed to 
traverse the rejections made to this application under 35 U.S.C. 102 (b). And as such 
rejections as applied to the last Office action are hereby sustained. 



4. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 
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The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the Inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claim 20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in 
the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession 
of the claimed invention. The Applicants' amendment to claim 20 has introduced new 
subject matter to the claim. The use of the recitation "device startup project" is not 
evident in the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

7. Claims 17-26 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Patent No: 
6,385,552 to Snyder (hereinafter Snyder). 

Claim 17. 

Snyder discloses: 

A method for deploying a device database to a device [device database, Col 19 
lines 59-62], the method comprising: 



Application/Control Number: 10/719,481 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2166 

providing an interface that enables a user to select an installation property for 
installing the device database on the device, the selected installation property being one 
of an always ovenA^rite property, an overwrite if different property, and a never overwrite 
property [installation, user select, device, database, conditions, ovenA/riting, Col 19 lines 
59-63, Col 16 lines 5-12. Col 30 lines 32-35, Col 32 lines 38-39]; 

deploying the device database to the device [[setup, install, project, device, Col 
30 lines 4-6. 32-39, 51-56]; and 

installing the device database on the device for testing of the according to the 
selected installation property [setup, install, project, device, database. Col 30 lines 4-6. 
32-39. 51-56]. 
Claim 18 

Snyder discloses the elements of claim 17 as above and furthermore it discloses 
deploying the device database to the device as part of a main device project 
[installation, user select, device, database, conditions. Col 19 lines 59-63. Col 16 lines 
5-12, Col 30 lines 32-35; setup, install, project, device, database, Col 30 lines 4-6, 32- 
39.51-56]. 
Claim 20. 

Snyder discloses the elements of claim 17 as above and furthermore it discloses 
deploying the device database to the device as part of a device startup project 
[installation, user select, device, database, conditions, Col 19 lines 59-63, Col 16 lines 
5-12, Col 30 lines 32-35; setup, install, project, device, database, Col 30 lines 4-6, 32- 
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39, 51-56]. 
Claim 19. 

Snyder discloses the elements of claim 18 as above and furthemiore it discloses 
providing an interface that enables a user to debug a test version of the device 
database on the device [interface, device, database, debug, Col 17 lines 31-39, Col 30, 
lines 9-11, Col 33 lines 20-22]. 
Claim 21. 

Snyder discloses the elements of claim 20 as above and furthermore it discloses 
deploying the device database to the device comprises distributing a finished version of 
the device database to the device [version, Col 29 lines 56-58, Col 30 lines 3-6] 

8. Subject matter of claims 17-21 are rejected in the analysis above in claims 
22 - 26 and these claims are rejected on that basis. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



10. Claims 1-16 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Snyder 
in view of Pub No: 2004/0044693 to Hadley et al (hereinafter Hadley). 
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Claim 1. 

Snyder discloses: 

A method for deploying a device database to a device [device database, Col 1 9 
lines 59-62], the method comprising: 

providing an interface that enables a user to reference a device database in a 
device project and to select an installation property for installing the device database on 
the device [installation, user select, device, database, conditions. Col 19 lines 59-63, 
Col 16 lines 5-12, Col 30 lines 32-35]; 

deploying the device project to the device [setup, install, project, device, Col 30 
lines 4-6, 32-39, 51-56]; and 

Snyder discloses the elements of claim 1 as above but it does not explicitly 
indicate "specifies whether or not an existing version of the device database on the 
device should be ovenA/ritten" Hadley discloses the claimed limitation [Hadley Para 
0010]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have combined 
the cited references because the disclosure of Hadley would have enabled Snyder to 
test computers with wide variety of configurations [Hadley Para 0018], 

Furthermore it would enable Snyder to automatically maintain configuration 
information about a plurality of personal computers [Hadley Para 001 1] 
Claim 2. 
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Snyder discloses the elements of claim 1 as above and furthermore it discloses, 
providing an interface that enables the user to reference the device database in a main 
device project [interface, device, database, Col 17 lines 31-39, Col 30, lines 9-11]. 
Claim 3 . 

Snyder discloses the elements of claim 2 as above and furthermore it discloses, 
providing an interface that enables the user to debug a test version of the device 
database on the device [debug. Col 33 lines 20-22]. 
Claim 4. 

Snyder discloses the elements of claim 1 as above and furthermore it discloses, 
providing an interface that enables the user to reference the device database in a 
device setup project [installation, user select, device, database, conditions, Col 19 lines 
59-63, Col 16 lines 5-12, Col 30 lines 32-35; setup, install, project, device, database, 
Col 30 lines 4-6, 32-39. 51-56]. 
Claim 5. 

Snyder discloses the elements of claim 4 as above and furthermore it discloses, 
deploying the device project to the device comprises distributing a finished version of 
the device database to the device [version. Col 29 lines 56-58,Col 30 lines 3-6]. 
Claim 6. 

Snyder discloses the elements of claim 1 as above and furthermore it discloses 
providing an interface that enables the user to select an always ovenvrite installation 
property [ovenwriting, Col 32 lines 38-39]. 
Claim 7. 
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Snyder discloses the elements of claim 1 as above and furthermore it discloses 
providing an interface that enables the user to select an ovenA/rite if different installation 
property [ovenrt/riting, Col 32 lines 38-39]. 
Claim 8. 

Snyder discloses the elements of claim 1 as above and furthermore it discloses 
providing an interface that enables the user to select a never overwrite installation 
property [ovenA^riting, Col 32 lines 38-39]. 

11. Subject matter of claims 9 - 16 are rejected in the analysis above in claims 1 
- 8 and these claims are rejected on that basis. 

12. Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the examiner. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See the accompanying PTO-892 form. 
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Conclusion 

1 3. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Contact Information 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Emeka Ebirim whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3994. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30pm - 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam, can be reached on 571-272-3978. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

*>f Emeka Ebirim 

Examiner 
Art Unit 2166 



